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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to the application filed 
February 6, 2002. Claims 1-41 are pending. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 , 3-17, 22-30, and 32-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Conmy et al (US 6,101 ,480). 

As per claims 1 and 30, Conmy teaches storing meeting settings and invitees 
data for a meeting (See Figure 6 where the invitees and the meeting settings are listed. 
See also column 3, lines 29-37.); meeting settings and invitee data includes an invitee 
attendance type, delegates, representatives, quomms and teams data (column 9, line 
28, where a delegate can be indicated. See also column 6, lines 38-45, where a weight 
is assigned to the invitees which is equivalent to an attendance type as it performs an 
identical function in substantially the same manner with substantially the same results); 
identifying a solution time block for automated meeting scheduling including at least a 
subset of a plurality of selected invitees utilizing said stored invitee attendance type, 
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delegates, representatives, quorums and teams data (column 6, lines 35: (108) best fit, 
where the best time is chosen based upon invitee availability). 

As per claims 3 and 32, Conmy teaches the steps of storing a required time 
period for said meeting, an earliest meeting date; a latest meeting date (column 2, lines 
19-33, where the system finds the best fit time and other options based upon the 
weighting of the invitees and their availability. Therefore, an early and a late time would 
be indicated.); and said selected invitees to said meeting (column 2, lines 34-51, where 
the system contains the profiles of the invitees and utilizes this information to plan a 
meeting.). 

As per claim 4, Conmy teaches calculating a selection score for each potential 
time block for automated meeting scheduling utilizing said stored meeting settings and 
invitees data including said invitee attendance type, delegates, representatives, 
quorums, and teams data (column 6, lines 34-54, where the system weights, which 
requires a scoring system, the invitees and resources for the meeting and provides a 
best fit option as well as other potential options. See also fit determination unit (308)). 

As per claim 5, Conmy teaches sorting said potential time blocks for automated 
meeting scheduling by highest calculated selection scores (column 6, lines 34-45, 
where the best fit option is produced which would produce the highest score.). 

As per claims 6 and 33, Conmy teaches the steps of identifying said solution 
block for automated meeting scheduling including at least said subset of said plurality of 
selected invitees utilizing said calculated selection score for each potential time block 
(column 6, lines 34-54, where the system weights, which requires a scoring of sorts, the 



Application/Control Number: 10/068,033 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3623 

invitees and resources for the meeting and provides a best fit option as well as other 
potential options. See also fit determination unit (308)). 

As per claim 7, Conmy teaches the step of calculating said selection score for 
each potential time block for automated meeting scheduling includes the steps of 
identifying a potential time block marked as unusable and setting said selection score to 
unusable (See busytime creation unit (304) and column 4, lines 56-67, where the 
busytime unit determines the times that each invitee is busy or the times that are 
unusable for that person since they are busy.). 

As per claims 8, 10, 16, 34 and 36-40, Conmy teaches the step of calculating 
said selection score for each potential time block for automated meeting scheduling 
includes the steps of increasing said selection score for each available quorum 
member; and checking for a quorum of available quorum members (See column 6, lines 
38-45, where weights are assigned based upon the importance or required feature of an 
invitee. The room and the chairman will receive a higher weighting since they are 
required. Additional invitees can be indicated as required and given a higher rating, this 
would be equivalent to scoring a quorum member higher as it performs an identical 
function in substantially the same manner with substantially the same results. All 
required members would be indicated by their score value.). 

As per claims 9, 17 and 35, Conmy teaches responsive to identifying less than 
said quorum of available quorum members, of setting said selection score to unusable 
(column 6, lines 46-54, where the unavailability weighting is used to score the 
unavailability of an invitee and their relative importance to the meeting. The factors are 
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additive with the higher value indicating the less available the time slot. See also column 
7, lines 18-33, where the system reduces the number if invitees by removing the invitee 
with the lowest weighting and re-checking the time slot with these invitees until a list is 
found that can fit the time interval. This is presented to the coordinator as an alternative 
to the best fit option. If the members that are required for the meeting are not included in 
the invitee list as the end of this reduction process, the meeting will not be able to be 
held. Therefore there is a required minimum of invitees needed for the meeting which is 
equivalent to a quorum as it performs an identical function in substantially the same 
manner with substantially the same results.). 

As per claim 11, Conmy teaches responsive to identifying said required attendee 
is not available (column 4, lines 54-55, where the availability time for each invitee is 
retrieved from the database), of checking for each available delegate for identifying an 
available delegate (column 9, lines 23-34, where a delegate may be indicated). 

As per claim 12, Conmy teaches responsive to not identifying an available 
delegate, of setting said selection score to unusable (column 9, lines 23-34. One option 
is to indicate a delegate. Another is to decline or re-schedule. If an invitee declines they 
are unable to make the meeting their score would be low and according to column 7, 
lines 18-33, the lowest score is dropped from the invitee list which is equivalent to it 
being unusable.). 

As per claims 13-14, Conmy teaches responsive to identifying a delegate 
(column 9, lines 23-34, where a delegate may be indicated), checking for requires 
consultation (the delegated person is now one of the invitees and needs to respond to 
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the invite the same as the invitee as indicated in column 12, lines 2-4), and responsive 
to not identifying requires consultation, increasing said selection score by an identified 
delegate value (See column 6, lines 38-45, where weights are assigned based upon the 
importance or required feature of an invitee. The room and the chairman will receive a 
higher weighting since they are required. Additional invitees can be indicated as 
required and given a higher rating.); and storing said identified available delegate 
(column 1 1 , lines 47-51 , where the user can delegate the assignment and it's part of the 
Notes Mail system which includes a database for maintaining all the information.). 

As per claim 15, Conmy teaches calculating said selection score for each 
potential time block for automated meeting scheduling includes the steps increasing 
said selection score for each available team member (See column 6, lines 38-45, where 
weights are assigned based upon the importance or required feature of an invitee. The 
room and the chairman will receive a higher weighting since they are required. 
Additional invitees can be indicated as required and given a higher rating, this would be 
equivalent to scoring a quorum member higher as it performs an identical function in 
substantially the same manner with substantially the same results); and storing a list of 
available team members (column 2, lines 38-39 where a database keeps all the profile 
information of the invitees, which includes the team members.). 

As per claim 22, Conmy teaches the step of identifying said solution time block 
for automated meeting scheduling including at least said subset of said plurality of 
selected invitees utilizing said invitee attendance type, delegates, representatives, 
quorums, and teams data includes the steps of performing an approve meeting routine 
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for a solution time block (See column 6, lines 34-45, where the best fit option is selected 
(see Figure 3)); and checking for a scheduled status responsive to performing said 
approve meeting routine (column 8, lines 8-25, where the status is indicated by the 
shading of the boxes.). 

As per claim 23, Conmy teaches responsive to identifying said scheduled status, 
of performing a finalize meeting routine (See Figure 9, where the final time is selected 
based upon it being "ok for everyone"). 

As per claim 24, Conmy teaches responsive to not identifying said scheduled 
status, of releasing blocked off time for said solution time block and marking said 
solution time block as unusable (See busytime creation unit (304) and column 4, lines 
56-67, where the busytime unit detemriines the times that each invitee is busy or the 
times that are unusable for that person since they are busy.). 

As per claim 25, Conmy teaches performing an approve meeting routine includes 
the steps for each attendee and consultant, of blocking off calendar for said solution 
time block and inviting each attendee and consultant (See column 6, lines 34-45, where 
the best fit option is selected (see Figure 3) and column 8, lines 8-25, where the status 
is indicated by the shading of the boxes and see Figure 3, where an invitation is sent to 
each invitee.). 

As per claim 26, Conmy teaches blocking off calendar for solution time block and 
inviting each attendee and consultant includes the steps blocking off calendar for said 
solution time block and inviting each delegate (See Figure 3 where an invitation is sent 
to each invitee and the invitee may send it to their delegate (column 9, lines 23-34, 
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where a delegate may be indicated) and column 8, lines 8-25, where the status is 
indicated by the shading of the boxes). 

As per claim 27, Conmy teaches steps for each team of identifying a number of 
team members to invite (column 3, lines29-30, where the coordinator specifies the 
invitees); blocking off calendar for said solution time block and inviting said identified 
number of team members (column 8, lines 8-25, where the status of when the meeting 
is being held is indicated by the shading of the boxes and see Figure 3, where an 
invitation is sent to each invitee). 

As per claim 28, Conmy teaches performing said finalize meeting routine 
includes the steps for each non-consulting attendees, of converting blocked off calendar 
for said solution time block to meeting time block (column 9, lines 30-34, where once 
the invite is accepted the calendar is updated with the information which would entail 
blocking off the time on the calendar as busy so that another meeting is not scheduled 
for that time slot.). 

As per claim 29, Conmy teaches steps for each rescheduled meeting, of sending 
rescheduled notices (column 9, lines 58-60, where the meeting can be rescheduled and 
an invitation for the rescheduled event can be sent out.). 

As per claim 41 , Conmy teaches storing meeting settings and invitees data for a 
meeting (See Figure 6 where the invitees and the meeting settings are listed. See also 
column 3, lines 29-37); said meeting settings and invitees data including an invitee 
attendance type, delegates, representatives, quorums and teams data (column 9, line 
28, where a delegate can be indicated. See also column 6, lines 38-45, where a weight 
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is assigned to the invitees which is equivalent to an attendance type as it performs an 
identical function in substantially the same manner with substantially the same results); 
calculating a selection score for each potential time block for automated meeting 
scheduling utilizing said stored meeting settings and invitees data including said invitee 
attendance type, delegates, representatives, quorums, and teams data (column 6, lines 
34-54, where the system weights, which requires a scoring system, the invitees and 
resources for the meeting and provides a best fit option as well as other potential 
options. See also fit determination unit (308)); and setting said selection score to 
unusable responsive to identifying an insufficient number of available team members 
(column 6, lines 46-54, where the unavailability weighting is used to score the 
unavailability of an invitee and their relative importance to the meeting. The factors are 
additive with the higher value indicating the less available the time slot. See also column 
7, lines 18-33, where the system reduces the number if invitees by removing the invitee 
with the lowest weighting and re-checking the time slot with these invitees until a list is 
found that can fit the time interval. This is presented to the coordinator as an alternative 
to the best fit option. If the members that are required for the meeting are not included in 
the invitee list as the end of this reduction process, the meeting will not be able to be 
held. Therefore there is a required minimum of invitees needed for the meeting which is 
equivalent to a quorum as it performs an identical function in substantially the same 
manner with substantially the same results); or identifying an insufficient number of 
available consulting team members (column 7, lines 18-33, where the system reduces 
the number if invitees by removing the invitee with the lowest weighting and re-checking 
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the time slot with these invitees until a list is found that can fit the time interval. This is 
presented to the coordinator as an alternative to the best fit option. If the members that 
are required for the meeting are not included in the invitee list as the end of this 
reduction process, the meeting will not be able to be held. Therefore there is a required 
minimum of invitees needed for the meeting which is equivalent to a quorum as it 
performs an identical function in substantially the same manner with substantially the 
same results. This would hold true whether it was a consulting member that was 
required or not.); discarding each said potential time block having said selection score 
set to unusable (column 7, lines 18-33, the lowest score is dropped from the invitee list 
which is equivalent to it being unusable.); identifying a solution time block for automated 
meeting scheduling utilizing said invitee attendance type, delegates, representatives, 
quorums, and teams data with said calculated selection score for each said potential 
time block (column 6, lines 34-54, where the system weights, which requires a scoring 
system, the invitees and resources for the meeting and provides a best fit option as well 
as other potential options. See also fit determination unit (308)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 2, 18-21 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Conmy. 

As per claims 2 and 31 , Conmy teaches identifying said solution time block for 
automated meeting scheduling including at least said subset of a plurality of selected 
invitees includes the steps of identifying said subset of said plurality of selected invitees 
including at least one of an identified minimum number of said plurality of selected 
invitees (column 6, lines 35: (108) best fit, where the best time is chosen based upon 
invitee availability); a substitute for one or more of said plurality of selected invitees 
(column 9, line 28, where a delegate can be indicated which is equivalent to a 
substitute,). Conmy does not explicitly teach a quorum for a meeting scheduled. Official 
notice is taken that it is old and well known that a minimum or quorum of attendees is 
required. In order for a meeting to take place a minimum of two people would be 
required. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate a minimum or quorum number of invitees to have a 
meeting to provide a method for determining whether a meeting could be realized. 

As per claim 18, Conmy teaches checking for each individual consultant whether 
said individual consultant is available for consultation (column 6, lines 35: (108) best fit, 
where the best time is chosen based upon invitee availability, where the invitee can be 
a consultant.). Conmy does not explicitly teach responsive to identifying said threshold 
number of available team members. Official notice is taken that it is old and well known 
that a minimum or threshold or quorum of attendees is required. In order for a meeting 
to take place a minimum of two people would be required. Therefore it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate a 
minimum or quorum number of invitees to have a meeting to provide a method for 
determining whether a meeting could be realized. 

As per claim 19, Conmy teaches responsive to identifying said individual 
consultant is not available for consultation, of setting said selection score to unusable 
(column 4, lines 54-55, where the availability time for each invitee is retrieved from the 
database and see busytime creation unit (304) and column 4, lines 56-67, where the 
busytime unit determines the times that each invitee is busy or the times that are 
unusable for that person since they are busy). 

As per claim 20, Conmy teaches increasing said selection score for each team 
member consulting (See column 6, lines 38-45, where weights are assigned based 
upon the importance or required feature of an invitee. The room and the chairman will 
receive a higher weighting since they are required. Additional invitees can be indicated 
as required and given a higher rating, this would be equivalent to scoring a quorum 
member higher as it performs an identical function in substantially the same manner 
with substantially the same results. All required members would be indicated by their 
score value). Conmy does not explicitly teach checking for a threshold number of team 
members consulting. Official notice is taken that it is old and well known that a minimum 
or threshold or quorum of attendees is required. In order for a meeting to take place a 
minimum of two people would be required. Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate a minimum or 
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quorum number of invitees to have a meeting to provide a method for determining 
whether a meeting could be realized. 

As per claijn 21, Conmy teaches setting said selection score to unusable (column 
4, lines 54-55, where the availability time for each invitee is retrieved from the database 
and see busytime creation unit (304) and column 4, lines 56-67, where the busytime 
unit determines the times that each invitee is busy or the times that are unusable for 
that person since they are busy). Conmy does not explicitly teach responsive to 
identifying less than said threshold number of team members consulting. Official notice 
is taken that it is old and well known that a minimum or threshold or quorum of 
attendees is required. In order for a meeting to take place a minimum of two people 
would be required. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate a minimum or quorum number of invitees 
to have a meeting to provide a method for determining whether a meeting could be 
realized. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following art also teaches about scheduling: Fitzpatrick et al 
(US 5,774,867). Anderson et al (US 2002/0178019), Nguyen et al (US 2005/0033615), 
Nolte (US 6,434,571), "Automated Meeting Data Structure for Information Interchange 
in an Office Network" by KJ Scully et al, IBM Technical Data Bulletins, January 1, 1987; 
"Calendar Event Status Association Mechanism" by PA Dugan et al, IBM Technical 
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Bulletins, February 1, 1993; "Method for Automatic Meeting Update upon Requester's 
Anticipated Change of Expected Attendees" by WJ Johnson, IBM Technical Data 
Bulletins, January 1, 1994; "Manager Delegate Function with RMS" by IBM Technical 
Data Bulletins, May 1, 2001; "iCalendar Transport-Independent Interoperability Protocol 
(ITIP) Scheduling Events, BusyTime, To-dos and Journal Entries" by S Silverberg et al, 
The Internet Society, 1998. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Linda Krisciunas whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6931. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 6:30 am to 
3:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on 571-272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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